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nay on the psychology of the period ! How can this be
reconciled with the assiduity with which the dominant
school of Kant-Pharisees has preached that epistemology
and psychology have nothing to do with each other and
that the former must be kept quite clear from contamina-
tion with the latter? After it has been so long and
laboriously instilled into us that subservience to psychology
is the one deadly sin which the good epistemologist must
shun, that psychology is the wicked realm of Hume, Mill,
and the Devil, have we not a right to be shocked when
we find that Kant himself has distilled his elixir vitce from
this broth of Hell? Is it not intolerable then to force
us to employ psychological assumptions as to the nature
of mind? For even though it is permitted to receive
instruction from a foe, we know that it is prudent to
dread the Danaans even when they are bearing gifts.

And yet the facts are hard to argue away. Is not the
antithesis between the 'matter* of sensation and the 'form1
of thought the old psychological distinction invented by
Plato? Again has it not often been shown1 that in its
conception of the ' manifold of sensation * the Kantian
system presupposes all the figments of an empiricist
psychology, and implies the very psychological atomism
which the whole subsequent history of philosophy has
shown to be unworkable, and which the simplest intro-
spection shows to be untrue ? And is it not in a large
measure because he vainly and falsely follows, nay out-
does, Hume in assuming a wholly unformed and unfounded
5X07 of sensations, which not all the a priori machinery
made in Germany can ever really lick into shape, that
Kant's epistemology breaks down ?

And what Kant adds to this psychological mixture of
Platonic dualism and Humian atomism is a no less
unoriginal ingredient. It consists simply of a number
of faculties, invented ad hoc^ upon which devolves the duty
(which we are vainly assured they are capable of fulfilling)
of organising the formless matter with which they are
supplied. But does not this commit the Kantian theory

1 Most recently and lucidly in Mr. Hobhouse's Theory of Knowledge, p. 42.